THE DEFENCE OF THE EMPIRE
would be Britain, France, Russia, Czechoslovakia,
drawing in later Poland, Jugoslavia, Rumania.)
If the Have-Not states co-operate on those terms
we have re-created the League. If they do not co-
operate, it is still more necessary to maintain that
confederation among as many allies as we can obtain.
For arms, allies and commitments we shall have in
any case. It is better that the alliance should make
an acceptable offer to 'the other side5, than merely
create a competitive combination which neglects
to make any provision for the security of others,
who would otherwise regard it as a threat to them-
selves.
The probability is, of course, that as soon as our
political commitments have no longer a 'League'
connotation, no longer a 'Geneva flavour', Conser-
vative opposition will fall away. The assumption
seems to be that commitment on behalf of 'the
League5 is commitment for some vague and danger-
ous altruistic purpose remote from British interest;
but that the commitments of the old kind, like
those which involved us in 1914, are on behalf of
definite British interest; are 'realist' where the
Geneva arrangements are 'sentimental'; that the old
alliances were safe and protective; the Geneva alli-
ance dangerous and aggressive.
If, by calling the political principle of collective
defence, which underlies the League's effort, by some
other name, we can secure the adhesion of the enemies
of Sentiment' (who fear words so much more than
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